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Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to rn&aourags the Commission to bring to a closc its ongoing Biennial 
Rwicw of mcdia 0-hip regulations, and to issue a 6nal ordn in this matter without further 
delay. It is time for the Commission to create regulatory cettainty for rhis imporlant markat 
segment. 

Ibc Chmission’c review of the ncwspapcr/broadcun cross-ownnship rule and the local 
rndio o m p  rule c o m m d  in Soptanber and Novmber of 2001 respectively. The 
cabltlbroadcast cmsa-ownasip rule and the Mtional TV owwrship rule have, in effect, bem 
qen Since the Conrmisriofi’s 1998 Biennial Rwiew deteminations mgading these regulations 
were remanded by the U.S. Court of Appeals for the DC Circuit I am troubled with the length of 
time there particular issues have remained pending before the Commission. 

Each of the issues included in this consolidated review are bportaut, and as a ruult the 
Commission has received voluminous comments for its considmation. Further regulatory delay 
would be unwarranted and untenable. Regulatory certainty is paramount for regulated markets, 
and the telccom space is no diffm than any other. The Commission’s =t upaisncc with 
the Triennial Review, and the resulting fallout &om the regulatory uncwtuinfy mated by the 
untlnchcss and hehued mult of that daamination arc a p o w  reminder to the Commission 
that it must act in a nliablo, consistent, and tirnelymannn. 

Recently you have oxpressed your concern that the Act’s Biennial Review media 
ownership rcquirancnt was serving to create regulatory uncertainly due to the h % p n c y  with 
which it occurs. Chairman McCain has ~ncludedPCC d o r m  on the Commcrce C o d t t c c ’ s  
agenda for the 108“ Congress. aud the Appr0priations Committee will soon review FY ‘04 
funding for the Commission. Iti preparation for these important efforts, I am intereated in 
knowing more about your concerns in this area 

Please provide me with examples of how the existing statutory requirunont to review 
media ownership ngulatione way two years has sewed to create lmcaroinry in the marketplace. 
Should Congrew concur with your ~~uc~sment should we respond by eliminating the statutory 
requlemant, provide greater fluxibikty to the Commission in determining when to begin a such a 



review, or simply axtmd it by a number of years? Should any such reform bc limited IO mcdia 
ownership, or cxtcndcd to the ontin Biennial Review requirement? 

Again, I mndy urge you to complcte the cumnt Biennial Review of media ownership 
rcgulatione BS, soon as possible. I look forward to your response. 

Sincerely. 

Sam Brownback 
United States Senator 
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Conuuiuioner Abemathy 
Commissionor Adelstein 
Commissioner Coppr 
Commirrionem Martin 


